THE STUDY
Written English -could use good editing, the style of Indian English will not be familiar to most readers. RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS While the methods are clear enough the assumptions and data used in this application are not presented in any detail. The authors state that a task force estimated the number of sex workers, men who have sex with men and injecting drug users, but the actual estimates are not provided. On page 8 they mention that a constant calibration factor was applied in states without survey data, but do not give the calibration factor.
There are many places where references are missing.
I woudl be nice to see more desription of the surveillance system: how many sites of each type, how many years of data, etc.
Figure 1 seems to me missing. There are two copies of Map 1.
GENERAL COMMENTS
There will be wide interest in this article since the national HIV estimate for India is an important part of the global total and also affects the global trends substantially. The results of the estimation process are interesting and well presented. However, there is a need for more explanation of the inputs and assumptions. In particular, 
The paper entitled "Estimate of HIV prevalence and number of people living with HIV in India 2008-09", provides the most recent evidence base required for advocacy, programme planning, interventions as well as estimation and projection for the future. The study uses the most recent data from the sentinel surveillance sites, which includes representation from general population i.e. ANC attendees as well as from HRGs groups from the sites under targeted intervention. The paper provides the estimates for high prevalence states along with the low prevalence states. One of the very important contributions of this paper is in bringing out the current scenario of HIV epidemic in low prevalence states where the prevalence has risen considerably. This finding is very important in terms of shifting of programme concentration form high prevalence states to low prevalence states especially in terms of strengthening the prevention practices, treatment care and support programmes, capacity building of service providers and strategic information management. Therefore, I strongly recommend to publish the paper in its current form. Figure 4 . Also, it is essential to show confidence intervals around the estimates presented in Figure 2 for the reader to interpret the confidence level in the estimates presented.
REVIEWER
Another issue that the authors could address in this paper is that while they cite three of their papers regarding HIV decline in India reported in 2006-2007, they do not cite the published research done in Andhra Pradesh that started the discussion of revision of the HIV prevalence in India, which preceded their papers. It is generally preferred that the primary work that contributed to the development of a scientific topic be cited.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer #1 Q1:-Added Table 1providing Q4:-Yes, agree with the suggestion and cited two important papers in the background section.
